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PROTECTION I\GAINST CRIHE 
IN A GHE'J~TO Cm111'1UNITY 

In an urban milieu the problem of protection against 

crime; is onc which is of concern -to almost~ everyone. One 

manife.s'i::ation of this concern is the kind of protective 

measures engaged in -- measures which affect one's daily 

way of life. The extent of disrup-tion of a daily routine 

can vary depending upon the number of precautions taken. 

Although the incidence of crime is a topic of inter-

est to many rest-~archers, the concomr..1i tant conceJ:n -- pro-

tection against crime -- is usually given minimal atte~tion. 

Huch 0:F. the l:esearch pertaining to protection relates to 

the perforr.:<J.nce of lav1 enforcement officials (Ennis, 1967, 

McIn.tyre r 1967, Reiss ~ 1967c)., ,rat,her than to i:lhat the . .... ,...... . . . 

i'nd:i:vidual citizen doc:::; to protect him or herself. 

In this paper, "le will examine the efforts made by 

resi:dents in a high-crime, high narcotic-addiction: ghetto1 

Brooklyr.'$ Bedford-Stuyvesant/Fort Greene area to pro-

tect themselves from crime in that communit:y. In exploring 

the precautions engaged in by the re.spondents, our concern 

lThe Human Resources Administratio'n' compiled a composite 
rank of socio-economic factors for everY,health area in the 
ci ty, b,~sed 011: persons receiving financial. aid per 1, a 0 a 
total populationi children receiving financial aiel. per 1,000 
population; infant deaths per 1,000.live births,; out-of­
\'r"ecllock births per 100 live births; juvenile offenses per 
1,000 youths; youths 7-20 years of age in 1965; and percent 
of population non-white and Puerto Rican in 1965. '1'ho com­
pOSite ranks rangodfrom 1 to 10, \'''it~l 10 indicating great­
est need. The mean composib: rank.of the 14 health areas 
included in our study area is 8.21. (Human ResO\.u:-ces 
Administration, 1969). 

{ . 
I 
-. 

is vli th how people in social group;:; differ in their 

paJcterns of protection, and ",hat the meaning of such 

differences is. 

~fter reviewing the literature on protection, we 

will describe the sampling me~chods used in collecting the 

data. The smnpling section di.scussC?s in de-t.ail the p3:0-

blems which arise from the fact that the community in-

cludes not: 0111y ]i1tlerican blacks, the ;\lajo~iJcy of residents 

in the area, but also blacks of British West Indian origin, 

'0 t' ~ 1-'t 1 ~uer 0 Rlcans, ana NIl es. This is followed by a derno-

graphic description of our respondents T,\7ithin each race-

ethnic group. The protection patte~ns reported by the 

residents <J.re analyzed in the last par.t of the p~per. 

, . ". " 
< ( 

l'rhe term "r~cial~ethnic II is used throughout the text to 
indic~te that both race (black/non-black) and ethnicity 
(Bri tish 'vest Indian, Puerto Rican, o~chers) are being con­
sidered simuli.:u.neously. For our purposes 'iVe '''ill consider 
four categories: bl~ck British Wes-t Indians, all othe~ 
blacks, Puerto Ricans (regardless of race), and all ot112rs. 
The _ last category is almost to·tally white, and therefore 
\\7e will refer to it as such. It should be noted, however r 

that the category may also include small numbers of Orien­
tals and others not elsel'lhere classified. 

Non-.-.Bri tish 'y'lest Indi'an blC1cks are referred to in the text 
as blacks. The reader should, of course, be avlare -tl1at 
British west Indians, who are discussed separately through­
out, are not included as blacks for purposes of the dis­
cussion. 

, . 

" 
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E:evie,'; of Literature 

Prior to 1964, su~vey·research had paid little 

attent:;i.on to crime, ~·;:hereas in recent years the extent of, 

and at.!ci tUc1f!S toward crime are studied more often. The 

first intensive attempt to use surveys .of the public to 

e.stimate ~che incidence of crime ~:,7as in 1966, I",hen the 

President r s Conmission on La", Enforcement and p.ciministration 

of Justice sponsored several surv~ys to more accurately as­

sess the amount of crime in the United states. 

The summary volmne produced hythe President's 

Commission, The Challenge of Crime in a Free Societv(1967a) ._---_ .. - ... ---=- . , 

together with the Task Force Report; Crime and" Its Impact __ 

an l:!.ssessment (1967b) f and the Field Surveys I, II, and III, 

report estimates of crime, soci.al':characteristics of 

victims, perception of crime and its'relationship to victi­

mization, and protective measures taken against crime. 

"In this section of the paper we present the major 

findings of these and other studies as they relate to pro­

tection; the data 011 victimizatj.on and percep·tion of crime 

from these studies were, . discu'~sed 'J.'n I' ~ a~ ear J.er paper 

(David aneT Kleinman, 1972). 

Field Surveys I 
-"~--

Field Surveys I (Biderman, et al., 1967) collected 

i;j 

.. ' 

" 

~ --

" , 

data on 511 randomly selected adults in three police dis­

tricts in Washington, D. C. Respondents 'I,'lere asked if 

they had Hdone anything to protect themselves against the 

dangers oi crime. 'I Staying off the streets at night was 

the ~ost frequently' mentioned measure, followed by im­

proving door locks and avoiding beingqut alone. 

Biderman and as.sociates found that women engage in 

more protectivewefaS1.1reS than do men. And 2.1though ,vhite 

men are more likely than black men to score hi9'h on the 

self..-.protection index, black \AIOmen a:r:e slightly more likely 

than white women to score high on this measure. Further-

more, with both sex and race held constant r people with 

lower incomes have higher self-protection scores than do 

'Field Surveys III·· 

Field Su~veys III (Reiss 1967c) investigated how 

citizens are affected by the crime problem as they define 

and experience it. A sample of eight police districts i~ , . 
_ Boston, Chicago ( and Washington v?ere sampled, with at lea.st 

one white and one black precinct vlith a high crime rate 

select.ed in each C'i·ty. (A separate survey of businesses 

and organizations \Vas also conducted.) A t0tal. of 800 

persons viaS intervievled ~ 

'''"';'- .,,:,,:,,, 

, . . " .. , 
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This study found' that. nonly' a Ii tt18less than 4 in 

10 residents report they have no·t changed their habits 

[of daily] living in any ,·lay. 1I (p. 102). 

• Field Surveys III, like Field Surveys I; :shoiiled 

that women \'lcre more likely than men lito al-ter their 

daily livest: because of crime. In contrast to Biderman's 

data w'hich shm·;ed that black women were more likely than 

\rhite women to protect themselves, "Reiss found tha·t an 

equal proportion of black and ,·,hi te vmmen report 'that 

+-hey have altered their lives. Biderman's findings are re-

versed in Reiss' study in that black men are more likely 

to have changed their lives in two' or more \'la.ys than are 

white men. 

changed becct\lsetYf"-:f~a'I:- '0£ 'C:ci-me'include staying off the 

streets at night (the most frequen·t t,'laY), avoiding being 

out alone at night f not talking 'co strangers, and using 

a car or taxi IVhen they do go out at night. Only 10% 'of 

the respondents carry something -to pro tec·t themselves. 

Other Studies Dealing with Protection 

An Opinion Research Corporat.ion survey (1970) found 

that at least 80% of respondents in the Bedfor'd-Sttlyvesant 

area engage in some protective,measures. The most frequently. 

, . 
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reported one '\v<;l-s :Jieeping the home' locked at all times. 
:'.':,,: 

Getting special locks or, alarms vlas the next most c,omrnon 

practice, and third Vlas going out less frequently at 

night.. As ,vi til the other studies discussed in this S8C-

tion, 'i'lOmen were more likely than men to engage in these 

measures. 

As can be seen from this brief r.evie\\', the Ii tera-

ture on protection is sparse. Examination of the biblio~ 

graphy compiled by Biderman and associates (1972) confirms 

thf.! impression that victimization a,nd perception have 

been the main concern of most. researchers. 

Tb.e Sample 

.... S'ampJ-ing Proce.dures 

The"'saInple 'vIas a quota samplB~ou:sisting of an equal 

proportion of .men and 'i'mmen. Among the men, half were to 

be under 30 years old r half over 30. Among the Vlomen, 

half '\vere to be currently employed, halt' houseiviv<?s. In 

the final sample f 53% of the respondents ",rere female and 

47% male. l 

" " 

i 
These proportion.s correspond to the proportions of men and 

women in the area, as calculated from the 1970 Census data. 
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Interviewing was conducted in January through 

March, 1971 by the National Opinion Research Corporation. 

An attempt 'i'las made to secure black interviewers to mini-

mize 4-nt.erviei'ier bias r often created by white intervie,\\7er-

black responde.nt situations. HQ\vever, this was not possi-

ble to control in all cases. Furthermore, since most in-

tervie1;';ers \\'cre black, white respondents 'i'iere likely to 

be interviewed by·a black .interviev1er. 

Racial-BtD_~ic Composition 

Blacks of British Wes·t Indian. extraction, blacks f 

Puerto Ricans, and \'1hi tes 2.re all represented in the com-

munity surveyed. Using the sex, age r and employment 

quotas stated above, British. West Indians and Puert.o 

Ricans 'i'7ere over~sa~-:il~~d ;'~~n .order to yield a large 
," ~ ~ '",j-, .; 

enough number of rasp.onde11ts in each category for analysis. 

No distinction, was made betiveen blc1.cks and 'i'l11i tes for 

the purposes of filling the quota. The, target vlas 150 

British \'~est Indians and 100 Puerto Ricans. 1 The sample 

as finally constH:utcd, has 24<% (145) BriJcish west Indians; 

16% (lOl} Puerto Ricans, 45% (275) blacks and 15% (89) 

whites. For ·the demographic breakdovm of each race-

e.thnic group, the reader is referred to the.nex~ section. 

" 

IThe definition of I3ri tish West Indians was thc:l't either the 
respondent or members of t.he household or parc:!nts of house­
hold In0mbers ',.;ere born in the British west Indies. The 
same criteria WAre used for Puerto Ricans. 

- 8 -

The assump'cion guiding the decision to oversample 

Bri'cish V;rt~st Indians and Puerto Ricnns 'i'las that these 

two groups "70uld be sufficiGntly different from the 

remah1der of t:he popUlation in the community to justify 

separate ana.lysis. That this assurr:ption 'i"as accurate will 

be documented below. 

Because these t'i'lO groups were oversampled, it is 

~ecessa:cy to' \ve'ightthe responses of blacks and t-lhi tes , 

before proceeding to analyze the sample as a ,.,hole. 

Other,'lise, members 0'£ these groups \.,ould be under-repre-

sented in the total sample to a lesser extent than their 

representation in the community would \Varrant. 

In almost any area of the United Stat.es, mobility 

rather than ·l-9"6DGe'l:'i.'SUs -u:atB. ·,t'O -comput€ the weighting 

factors. These data are -not available at the present'timei 

therefore we will proceed as if the four separate race-

ethnic gJ::oups had been studied independ'ently. Character­

istics of each of the four groups will be shown, and rela-

tionships between variables will be presented separately 

for ea,ch rc.cial .. ethnic group. . Therefore, in this report 

in no cases \'1il1 data be presented for' this cOTnmuni ty as 

a "lhole .. 

.t:', 
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Analysisb-¥ the four race-ethnic groups is also 

advantageous in that it- allows us to see how the patterns 

of victimization and perception differ between groups. 

Such "information ,-lOuld be obscured if data 'i'lere analyzed 

in the aggregate" 

1 Social Characteristics of Respondents 

Respondents' sex, age, socio-economic status, and 

other social characteristics will figure importantly in 

later sections of the paper, in terms of understandin.g 

both 'who is victimized and which. groups of people are more 

likely to perceive crime as high. In this section, the 

distribution of social characteris,tics within each of the 

four race-ethnic groups :Mi) 1.,,}:le ,per-e£ie.11ted r as background 

for the remaining discussion. 

Women Gutnumber men among the' blackg in our sample, 

'Vlhile the sexes are equally represented among the other 

race-ethnic groups (Table 1). 

Puerto Rican$ have the lowest proportion of'respon~ 

dents -- 12% -- over the age' of. 5,0. T\'lenty-three percent 

of the blacks, 30% of the whites, arrd'32% of the British 

. West Ina,ians ar8 over 50 Crable 1). 

lIn this paper we have .adopted the following convention: 
When the percenbag8 difference h;' lO~ or larger, we con­
sider the rela·t::i.onship important. 

, , ,. 

- lQ -

WIli tes in the area have the highest SES T 1 \vi th 
'.~ ;'." 

almost half of those sa'f.1Ple\1 falling in the high cate­

gory. They are fol10\1eo. by British Nest Indians and 

blacks. O11.1u abou·t one-tenth of the PuerJco Ricans are 
./. . 

in the high SES category (Table l)~ 

The fonr race-ethnic groups differ radically in 

b) d (T bl I) P'L'lerto Ricans are oV~Y'~ religious Jac~groun a e • 

, blacks over'·,rl"lelmingbJ.7 Protestant, whelmingly Cathollc i - , ," 

Almost half of the ~:7hites are Catholic and a fif-th of 

them are Jewish. Hore than half of the British West 

Indians are Pro'testant r the re!nainuer Catholic. 

Puerto Ricans are· least likcly to be settled resi­

denJcs in the cmmnunity. Only a little more than a fif-[:,h. 

of the Pm::b:to",23:cans have.been"in. the community, for as 

long as 10 years, \<7hile over' a third of those in the 

h been lqng-terml l_'esl" dents' in the area. other groups _ a:ITe . 

Whites and British I'Jest Indians, although \vel1 represented 

among- the lon:j",:time residents f al?o have, substanti,al pro-
, 

(30 - 'Zl~) among .·tn"ose \'7ho have been in the portions . % ana '-' -

l ;ss·,· 23~ of the Puerto Ricans cOIn,\,l1uni ty for b'lO years or - -

h Bl·acks nre the most settled are nevlcome.rs to t .. e area. 

residen-ts, \,7ith only 16% having lived in it for less than 

2 years (Table 2). , , 
" -

ISee d" ~ f' a dl"scussion of the SES index. Appen lX /.."'- or 

- ...... --""--.. ~,.-,--.. ------------.-. , 



------------~---------------------------~ 
H l{ 

• 
- 11 -

About three-quarters of the Puerto Ricans and 
, .. 

blacks have at least some relatives living in the area. 

A somewhat sl11aller proportion (67%) of British West Indians 

. and only 46% of the whites, have any relatives in the area 

(Table 3). 

Whites (40%) are more likely to ctttend church 

frequently I • \l.e., weekly) than are blacks (25%); the pro-

portion of weekly church .... goers among the British Nest 

Indians is 33%; for Puerto Ricans it is 32% (Table 4). 

Puerto Ricans are less likely-to belong to org'ani-

zations in the area~ 13% belong compared 'to 27%, 29% 

and 30% of the v1hi tes, blacks rand. Bri tish ~·7es t Indians 

resPecti ve.ly (Table 5). • 

Al th01.Igh ; ... r:.~if~~;ii:·~"'i';iriJ :d:::2I.racterist.ic, belng offered 

stolen goods"'ooe'S'i:iguTB in our analysis; for this reason 

we present the race-ethnic dif;ferences 011 this variable 

here. :puerto Ricans are more likely than members of 

othe~ race-ethnic groups to have been offered stolen goo~s 

(~6%). Thirty-six percent of the blacks, 29% of the 

British. West Indians, and only 19% of the whites have had 

this experience (Table 6). 

"'1\"',",""'''''''''''---1' , ... ~~ "'"'_'>~-"' ___ """"' ___ \+"'"-~" .... ~_ ... "... _, __ " _ ..... ~_._-.-. ...... _~ , ..... "_ ••. ~~ ,. _____ .. ~"'_'"'- _~'" ___ . 
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Correlates of Protection 

Protection 'i'laS mea-:sured by the respondent IS 

ans~ver to 'ivhether he or she practiced each of seven pro­

tective measures. The distributior. of responses by rac£'!-. 
ethnicity is S110\111 in Table D-I. The most frequently 

piacticed measure within all race-ethnic groups is to 

walk only on certain streets, with at least one-third 

of the respondents .engaging.in this precaution. The use 

of . 1 ~} .] .-. in the home is men tionc.d next specla ~oc~s or a.armu 

most frequently by I?riJcish l.ves.Jc Indians, black.s and 

vihites. 

Relatively small proportions, of any of the race-

ethni~ groups have got'ten a Tola teh -dog, carry a, weapon r 

. Thus the mosJc 

Of pr.o"tection a,.r,.epassive ones rather common measvres 

than'aggressive ones. 

When comparable questions 'i,vere asked in B:i,derman IS 

study of Washington 'f D., C" " ll9.67 L and the Opi..nion Re.se.a;r-ch 

. . ~ - Bed_~ord~stuyvesant (1969) r generally Corporatlon s'cuay or 

- d 1 similar patterns were roun • 

lIn Biderman I s study r 38% said they avoided staY'ing o~t 
alone a't night f compared to 33%, in the' AHTC s '~udy • Nlne 
percent said they carried \'leapons for 'prot~ctJ..on, compared 
to 14% in the AR~C study. In the 19~9 study of Bedford- _ 
Stuyvesant, roughlY the srune proportlons w~re shown to en 
gage in the two fo~"ms of protection just ~lscusscd. (p,.~9.) 
Strangely a larger prdportion of people III the 1969 stu y 
s~id th~t'they had specia.l locks or alarms to .... p~o~ec: ~hem;C 
selves or their property -- 55%, compared to .)4-~ In the AR 
study. . 

\ 
.. 
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An index of protectionl 
Ylas formed by adding all 

of t.he measures of prot~cti~n practiced by each respondent. 

This index "las then dicho'tomized by separating those \"ho 

practiced less than bvo and those id10 practiced tt .. iO or 

more m,~asures. 

Puerto Ricans are most likely of all the raCB-

ethnic groups to practice two or more protective measures, 

shoW!l in Table 7. They are more likely tha.n members of 

the other three ethnic groups to restric'(: themsel vas to 

certain streets, and to be accompanied. 'i"hen they go out 

after dark, Table D-l. It is their relatively great use 

of th8S8 blO measures which accounts for "cheir over-all 

high rate of protection. It is of interest that both of 

these mea:s'ures involve p:r.:ec2.'trt-ion;> taken on the street. 

On the other hand r the relat.i ~ely small .proporJcion 

of Bri,tish ",lest Indians \·;110 profect themselves t\VO or 

more times cannot be attributed to an unusually 101;'7 li].;:e-

1ihood of engaging in anyone 01: two particular proteci.:i ve 

measures. 

Victimization and Protec,tion' 

It seems reasonable to ~~ppose that those who had 

been victimized ~n the past, would, because of their ex­

perience, be more likely to protect themselves in many 
" . ., ....... '" . '. 

1 
See. Appendix D for a description'of this index. 

It 
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ways than 'i·muld those \vho had not been directly affec'tcd 

by crime. rruis is indeed the case, as Table 8 ShOYlS. 

i~ sb:onCf(:')s'(_"for hJ"ld~:'i -- only 43% of blac:<.s not victi-

mized in the last year, and fully 65~ of blacks victimized 

once 01: more in the last year, protect themselvos in two 

or more v;rays. This relationship is 'm2akest fcr PUe:r.to 

Ricans, because a very large proportion (60SS) of Puerto 

Ricans who had not, been v'ict,imized nevertheless practice 

'l:ivO or more. protective measures . 

Even tho~gh those who have been victimized are. more 

likely to protect themselves inti'~o or more ~vays r it is 

important to note that past .victimization bv no means 

accounts fo:r"~~"Efff~.:&±:±j:re -~~~.ar:i~tion in number of protective 

measures prd'cllce.cL. , . .Even among b1.acks; 'i'-1hose protective 

behavior is most likely to vary with victimii~tion, 35% 

of those victirrd.zec'l in +h .. , 1 

only one wav nr nnt ~t all. 

1 See Appendix B fo:!'.." a description of the Victimization index. 
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Pllrcaot:i on oJ: Crim(; 
~~~:w..~~+"j __ _ 

Thoze t-/ho pc.rceiv~ a high level of crime1 in the 

area ~·lou.l<1 sonIa to have more gr.ounc1s for practicing t~'lO 

or ttIOro p:rctoctivc: mea~urcs tllcUl those wlloperceive that 

tl1«f:'t~ ;iJJ leJT,'J o,l:;i,m~ in tho area. Thin assumption is con-

fll~m':'!c1f tllthough t.110 relutionship is no'!: pe.rfectly lir:.ear 

£01.'" c;.;t.cL :CilCc~-othnic group i' (!S seen ill ,Table 9. Again, 

the r(~~ ld . .:i.onship bab-Icen pro·tection and perception of 

erinto is st:.:r0119r.;;:,,'L~·l\\I.5"ll:g 'black.s. As \'lith victimization r 

perc';':l"rl:.iOl'l of crime accounts for only a mcde'rate a.111C>Ul'it 

of tho variation in protective belle-vior r ,even amor.g 

blacks" 

Percoption of crime. has (Di''tvid Cl.nd Kleir.man r 1972) 

might bCS1.1ppOned ti'l(~ti':C 'the cfiqcts 011 protection of 
• 

victimization ~11c1 perception of crime 'vere .considered si­

.Ulul'cnno()usly; that the relationship beb'leen per,?ep'lion and 

protc~crl:iOl1 wotlldbG shom1 to be spuriOl;u:l. ;'~l though the, 

mnulll"l.Untb{~;r of ba.!)£a Cases in some cells requires a con-

t)o):'vativc. il1:c.erp:l:f.:rl:ation, 'l'a,b1e. 10 suggests that: in qcnern ', 

.on J2rO~~(~(~~)0l1.!, 
~ ''+'' 

lSO(;\ APPOi1dix C .fO); dosoription of the. perception o:e 
prime indl."lx. 

" . 
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Demographic Char.~cteristics 

bet'\'leen ftiGn and ,yomen is only 3% cuuong l?uerto Ricans --

Puerto Rican men arc almost as likely -to practice two or 

r.?more protective measures as are Puerto Rican women. That 

wome.n generally prot.ect themselves more than men can 

. probably be unc1erstood in light, 01: i")rescriptions in 011r 

socie.ty that iJc is more appropriate. for wome.n than men 

to be concerned about their safety and to co something 

about it. 

This finding is consistent ",'lith that of Biderman 

(1967), ::Reiss (1967c), and the OpiriiE:ln Research Corporatio:1 

(1970), all of vlhom found that. \'lOl11E:m protect themselves 

more'than men do. 

. Old people of &11 race-ethnic gronps, except , ~ 

'1'7fiites, are mor8 lU:nl y to DJ.:-ote("t th,imselvas than are 
, . 

young p8ople; however the difference is only 7% among 

British Nest Indians, Table 12.. This is also 1.1nderstand-

able, since old 'age generally brings a lessening of 

physi.cal prowess as "lell as a greater chance ·of physical 

disability. 

/ 
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nigh S1:S r.ritish~ West IndiAns and Puerto Ricans. 

arc f'lorC lik(;ly to proctice blO Or Plore. protecti,ve mea ~< 

ou.:ran th;;'~1 a::a their lOf,; SES cO-r::-c.tllnics. SES has l.t,ttle.. 

iJftp\lc,r(. en lav(.!l c11 protection among blacks and \'1hi te;;; ( 
. 

nhCiWn In :i';,bl(~ 13. In cO!'ltz-ast( Biderman and associates f 

Cound thi:1~ p(;.;r,.,plc v;i I:h 1m', inco:'l).os scored higher on the. 

Vioib:Llity i;::'~ others I the pocsibility of being seen 

nnd kno~'m in tha cow.muni ty, \'las earlier hypothesized '1:0 

be !)ooi.tivcly l:'C!lntau to vicdmizat:ion. Ii.: \oTaS suggE.:::;-'ced 

th~it this vledbi1.i.ty is a contributing factor in victimi-

zution, at least with respoct to those crimes that arc 

pltmncu .i.n advc:mce 

No sU<'lge!:lted aJ.SQ that people 'who are more visibie 

q:t'c nl~o mOro Ij.kely to have contq.ct with others in the 

oommunity, that contact and visibility arC in e:i:fec'c, t\70 

sict(}:£ of tho gClm~ coin, and that contact with .others is 

l,ot.d,tively rclot.cu. to the pc):qoption tha·t crime. in the 

n:l:C~ is hi9'h~ 

l1Qpropo$<? hare that conte-let ,d.th o'l-hrirs is also 

ec:~}it tv~lv ·cu')rrt'!L~).t:(1'c1 ,>".l.i:h nrotf?ct~,.(";:n.::, Those 'who -talk 

"lith, m(m~r other pcopl~ become aware that others practice 

, , '~&"-iif . , 
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many protective measures -- and as a result, it is likely 

that they come to feel that they should also be engaging 

in protecting themselves. 

• Long-term residents of all race-ethnic groups, except 

\·,hites, are more apt to practice two or more proteci:ive 

measures than are neviCOI!l(:,)J:"S to the community, as Tablo 14 

shows. Since those who have been in the conununity for a 

long time are 1110-re aFt to be victi1uizoc1, and siflce thGir 

hypothesized frequent interaction leads to a generally 

high perception of crime (except =tmong ~dli t.es), it seems 

reasonable to assume that intonsi i..y of in·teraction would 

support the practice of blO or more protective measures. 

A further demonstration of the influence of contact 
.' . ,.' '.!' , '.' • ~ .... , 

wi th people·~n~1?.I~:b:e.cti..:t:.lli :,d±s"JSl?:'..El:! :.G!1ll'Dn-g:.hI'i3.cks. Those 

\'1ho attend ~hurch"\?e~~'dy; and -thos'e villo have many rela­

tive's in the area, are more likely to practice tHO or 

more protect.ive measures than those ,'7ho are less freqllent 

church-goers and those with less than half of their 

relatives in the conununi ty, Tables 15 and l~. 'l'h~ earlier 

paper shm'led (p. 28) tha·t bla.cks who had high contact Hi th 

others .as ~easured by church-going and relatives in the 

area were also more li.kely to perceive crime as high. 

Contact with people is <l:lso important;. in understand­

ing protec,tive patterns among whit;.es. Whites who are 
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tho iXr(;,:~)" «!'r.! n:a,:r:a opt, to practice b';,o or more protec-

-clva X4t;.tt.!hll"'(;S thflll ure "illites \'1ho Zl.re infrequent church-

goe!):!; nne! t· .. hi~.C:3 \·:ho have no relatives :;nthe area (Tables '. 
15 [J.nd lC). 

1~ PCClJ)..! ';''.1'':1. ty of the data, as they apply to vihi tos, 

l.it:.:t'; in 1.:1K: e'lrller. finding that white church mcmbers, 

anJ ~'hitt:lr; llith rel~.tives ill the area r are less likely 

to p~rc!;;:tv(.: cr.il'fl\3 aa high than are 'whi tcs with the oppo-

ci'l::a chur.act.orist.ics (p. 29). We suggested earlier bmt 

'tbOt;iC v!hi tes 1 because of their family and church ties, 

wc:r.o more insulated from the community at large than 

~'lere whi tr.'s \·,.110 laoY-cd such ties. It now apPears pos~i~ 

blc th':.rr. tlw' oppur.ent lo\~ p~rception of crime on the part 

('):11' t.h(:!{.'io whit-os lm~y .be due to a del)ial of crime in the 

ar(H\ I which if;;) b~lic'd by their high levers of: protec'tion. 

~'or ~=!EUnilJ a f as vih:l'!:.os in n bl.:ack ghetto f they may feel . -
elw.t· tho socially t:tccoptablt! response to questions about 

. 
nmtH.Ul'C oj: crimo in: the arec-:, ,;i~~ that it is 101'7. 

I~ho idcn that contact ui'i::h- others is related to 
. 

high 11.;\'"03 s of protection ispar'lially confirnlod byt.he 

l)Xl}o:'/.:'l,(moc of I'ue.rt,o Ricans and British West Indians. 

l'1~J\lbQ:rs ofl.:1oth groups \'1ho have more than half of their 

.. 

• 

• 
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relati vas in the area are more. likely -to protect thcm-

selves than co-ethnics with fe'Vler relatives in the area. 

However 1 there is no relationship beti\~een protection 

and ehurch a·ttendance \·;rhen members o:f. either of these 

race-ethnic groups are considered. 

The experience of hClvi~1g beGn offered s·tolen goods 

has also been considered to be an indicator of contact 

\,li th others. An ex.amination of Table 17 shoVJs that the 

data are consistent with this hypothesis for members of 

all race-et.hnic groups excepJc \'7hi tes, al though it is 

as large as 10% only for Puerto Ricans. These data show 

that a smaller proportion of whites than of members of 

t th t tlle~y h~\m been o·J..cf~red the other <?thniG groups repor ' .. a ~ ~- - '---
'\ o";.r-

stcilen'tJo.o..rj.s~·:"~E:SS"1:>J:y £15.s small grouJ? of ,·ihi tes has 

had sJcolen goo'a-s oT.T'ered to them because they are more 

visible to arJ,d have more contact '\vi th the fences. Their 

rel~tively low level of protection may be due to the 

fact that they have nothing to ,feRr because they person­

ally know potential victimizers. 

Organization membel:ship h~s no impact on level of 

pro·tection among' blacks, \.,rhi tes or British v·7ost ~ndial1s, 

and a.mong Puerto Ricans the number 'of organization 

members is too small to make Clccnrate comparison possible 

(Table 18): 

....... :. 

····1 
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Conclusion 

One 'of th:.t notable findings in this paper is that 

1!ur:rt(l Uicnno '\'i{;:!;,.! found to bt:~mor0 likely than membors 

of: c1L:k' J: r(1cc-r.f:bnl!.:! groups to ~ngClgG int'·l0 cor more 

m;~zca in the last YGai: 'I,·;e:re more l:U~Gly than non-victims 

to en9t\9c in t'V.1O or mOTO protective meaBtt:::es. Those 

pernons \'lho pcrcc;ive crima in the area as high. are also 

lUOre .1..iltoly to engage in m~ny prol:ecti ve measures than 

i:hot~(I \.;'110 "io\" c:r.irnc as loYl. 

Ae; \'las found in other s,tud:tos ( '\'lomen are more 

likoly to l.Jl:'ot':cl: t,hemsclves than c\rc mG.n. So tco m::e 

t,;"'O or mort! p:r.Cl!Oilutior.s. 

The hY1')otrmsia that visibility and contact are 

1.'or;;.1 t.i v.uly relo. ted to both victilni zation and perception 

of crimo has also bean e>~·t:.endcd to prot,cction. 

III this papcll:' and the victit1ization paper. (David 

nnd..RlcHunun, 1972), v-isibili·ty/contact was measured by 

longth of rosidence in the ar0a, chn:r:ch attendance I rel n­

tivos ;l,lt the cn:cD., being offered stolert goods I and organi·­

'~.tl. idoll membership. 

- 22 _. 

Long-ter1 residents are hl':>rG likely than 

ne~'lComers to protect themselves. Frequent church 

attendance and having many relatives living in the 

area aropositively related to practicing two or 

more protective measures for both blacks and \vhi tes. 

Frequent: church attenda.nce is also positively corre­

lated 'I'lith protec·tio·n among Puerto Ricans and British 

West Indians. 

Being offered stolen goods is positively related 

to protection, except for whites. Ne suggest that 

this lat·ter group, \-'1hi tes \Ilho have been offered s·tolen 

goods ( may be less afraid becaUSE) 'of their high v'isibi­

li ty to a.nd acquaintance i'liJch t!1e fences. 

tact 

data 

Although the hypothesis of. visibili·ty to and co1'1-

wi th others in the c~lnm~ni ty ,is not air-tight, the 

presented herein ~enerally do suppoxt the hypothe-

sis of a positiVE) relationship between visibility/contact 

and. pro'tection. 

/ 

r. 
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TABLE 1 

SOi-"(;1i\RY ~:ABLB: DISTRIBnTION OF SAI'iPLE: 
SEX, l'.GE; SES N~D RELIGION 

BY RACg-ETHLUCITY 

!lace-Etbnicity 

British 
West Puerto 

Indic'l.n Black Rican 

female 48 (145) 59 (275) 48 (101) 

(lVCl: 50 32 (1,13 ) 23 (269) 12 (100 ) 

-'!',',."-' 

White 

47 (89) 

30 (87) 

Pcrccntngc'big!1 SES 39 (145) 27 (275) 11 (101) .46 (89) 

Perccnt;nt]o Protestant 64 (145) 90 (275) 11 (101) 22 (89) . ~. 

• 
, .. ~.--,..".':: ~,,- ~";J'I"#'''''''''I'',!,!,~-,.,-.,..,-~-,.,.:~~t._''l'N,_1'''' ~ ...... _",...-... ,,,.... _. ___ l: .......... ~ ... I1"\'o1't·" '""",,..._ .... ____ _ 

----.---~-

TABLE 2 

LENG'I'H OF Rr:SID~NCE BY RAC~-ETIINICITY 

Race-Ethnici-ty 

British 
West Puerto 

Length of }~csidenci.:~ Indian Black Rican White ___ L ---- ---

Under 2 years 31 16 23 30 

2 .- S years 17 22 31 21 

5 - 9 years 16 24 24 9 

10 or more years 36 38 22 40 

100% laOS:; 100% 100% 

(145 ) (275 ) (101) (89) 

TADLE 3 

.,' ,R-ac-c.,..Ethnicitv . .,:~ 

British 
We·st Puerto 

Relatives in Area Indian Black Rican Hhite --.,- ----
More than half 15 16 18 20 

Less than half 53 61 58 26 

None 32 .23 24 54 
, . 

100% 100% 100% . "/100% 

(145) . (275) (101) (89) 



TABLE 4 

FREQUENCY OF CHUnCn AT'l'ENDiiNCE 
. BY Rt,,\CE-E'rrWICI'l'Y 

Race-Bth{lic:~ ty. 

British 
FreqUClrCY of .. ' Ne3t Puerto 
Attend;uv:'(l Indictn Bla.ck . P.iccm -._--- ----- ---
Once a 'f't~ICC}:: 33 25 32 

Once a month or 1110re 31 25 24 

Seldom or never 36 50 44 

100'6 100% 100% 

(126) (244) ( 91) 

TI~BLE 5 

ORGANIZ1~TION 1·1Et·lBERSHIP BY RACE-E1'HNICITY 

British 
west Puer"to 

Inc1ian Black Ri-ca.~ ---
PcrCel1tagE~ bclonging 30 29 13 

(145) (275) (101) 

TABLE 6 

OFFEH}':O STOLEN GOODS BY RACE-ETHNICITY 

RRoc-Ethnicitv 
,,"-

British 
West Puerto 

Indian Black Rican ---- --- .... _---
Percentage offej:ed 29 36 46 

(·145 ) ( 273) (101) 

~'7hite --
40 

16 

44 

100% 

(62 ) 

\'1hitG ----
27 

(89) 

Wh:i.te 

19 

( 86) 

l 

• TA.BLE 7 ,: .:~ . 

PERCENTAGE PAAC'l'ICING TWO OR lll.iORE PHOTECTIVE 
Jl.1EASURES BY Ri1CE-:CTfINICITY 

Percentage 
praoticing 
2 or more 
protectivG. 
measures 

British 
~'7est Indian 

Race-Ethnicity 

Black . Puerto Rican 

52 (275) 64 (101) 

TABLF": 8 

PERCENT1\GE PRACTICING T\vO on l':IORE PROTECTIVE 
.r:mb.SORES BY RECENT VICTHlIZATION AND R)\CE-:C'l'HNICITY 

Race-Ei::hni~i ·ty 

Recent: British 
Victimiza~cion west 1I1di.an Black Puerto Rican ---

Never . ' .. ,.&IJ . ·'It)·) ) " .. ~ .. "';.,4 43 (162 ) 60 (57) 

Once or more 52 (52) 65 (113 ) 68 (44 ) 

TABLE 09 . 

White 

White 

52 (56) 

67 (33) 

PERCENTAGB PRACTICING T\~IO OR .r-WRE PROTEC'rIVE 
~1EASURES BY PEHCEPIJ.'ION OF CH.Il1E AND Rt1CE-E'rHNICITY 

Race-Ethnicity 

Perception British 
of Crime ~vest Indian Black Pu~rto Rican Nhi'i:8 

Low 38 (!3 6) 35 (95) 49 (35) 52 (46 ) 

. Medium 41 (58 ) 53 (92) 75 (4.0) 64 (22) 

High 61 (31 ) 69 (88 ) 65 (26 ) 62 (21 ) 
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Perception 
of Crime 

High 

Nedium 

D· 

TABLE 10 

PERCENTAGE PRACTICING THO O:R MORE PROTECTIVE 
1>~31\SUR8S BY k'EP.CEP'I'ION- 07 CRIME r RECEN'l' 

VIC'l' It-lI Z1~~[,ION Ar;D R.i.I~CE-E'l'HN Ie ITY 

Race-Ethnici ty--

British West Indian 

Victimizat:ion 

• Bleck , ~- .'" ,~-~ 

V · d J • - - I .~, t' 
.--1,..-.t;'lro,;L~~& .. b..Qn 

JZ..~z_t...o R~~sm 

Y.is_t..:il}';..Uill.:t·igJl 

o 1+ o : 1+ D D o i '.~ 

l[ 63] (16) I 3 J (43)' 
.. .. 

(45) I [60] (:15 ) + 63 ~6 +13 [ 63: (8) .' 

34 (32 ) 50 (26) I +16/ 47, (S 3) 
-A

2 (39) I +15 72 (25 ) ",: 

(10) I 31 
~-'--I 

37 (37) [ 40] + 26 (r%) 55 (29)j +29 46 (24) . 

1+ ,D 0 1+ 
-.---------------~--------~-------
/[ 67] (18) I * [50] (12)' f t 78] (9) 
r-------~------~--~'------~~------
[80] (15) + 8 [70] (10) 1[58J (12) r'S5 (30-) 1;--' +-9-1;-~(34)~1 [67J (1;)-, 

-
.-23 -23 -37 :' -21 -17 -12 * * 

Perce~tage based ort f~wet ~han 20 cases are bracketed. 



Pk~1lCD!';'1,'1.(jB P!J.C'XICING Tt'70 OR HOrm PROTECTIVE 
l~lrm.DU:{!~S IfY SEX M,m P,i":.CE-ETHNICITY 

~ 
18-29 

3(1-49 

50+ 

1Jr.i.ti~h 
t'it1:i t. l:adhm DIn.ok Puerto Ric~~'I 
,."""" .... ~-;:,-,,-,.."',~ --

40 (75) 43 (114) 62 (53) 

49 (70) 58 (161) 65 (48 ) 

l?l;1.RCmN'?~\Gl)! PIU\C'l';rCING TNO OR NORE PRO'I'ECTIVE 
M1311.,SOlmS l3Y AGE AND Ri\CE-ETHNIC:I:'I'Y 

. 
British 

l'ie[~t Indicm 
~\.........,..~,"t. 

36 (28) 

(69) 

(46) 

Black PUerto Rican 

tJ4 (81) "59 (27) 

53 (126) 64 (61) 

(12) 58 (62) [75] 

Whit:c 

53 (47) 

62 (£32) 

~\lhite 

63 (27) 

59 (34) 

46 (26) 

• TABLE 13 
,".,." . . ':.. -

PERCENlj~AGE PH ... .ll.CTICING 'IWO OR HOl{E PROTgCTIVE 
lillASURES BY SES AND RACE-ETHHIC!TY 

Race-Ethnicitv '-
British 

SES \\Test Indian Black Puerto Rican ------ ---
Low 33 (52 ) 58 (109 ) 63 (51 ) 

Hedium 49 (37 ) 43 (92 ) 62 (39) 

High 52 (56) 54 (74 ) [ 73] (11) 

'iA/hite 

55 (20) 

57 (28) 

59 (41) 

Percentage based on fe>;ver than 20 cuses O.J.:e bracl~e·tec1.. 

TABLE 14 

PERCENTAGB PRACTICING TWO OR l"lORE PROTECTIVE 
MEASURES BY IJENGffn OF RESIDnNCE AND R]\~CE-E'l'HNICITY 

Race";"Ethnicity 

Length of British 
Residence ,'lest Indian Black' . PUGrto Ricull. 
~---

Under 2 
years 29 (45) 42 (45 ) 43 (·23) 

2-9 years 46 (48) 56 (128 ). 64 (56 ). 

10 or more 
years 56 (52 ) 51 (102 ) 82 (22 ) 

\. 
•.. .,.,.,. 

white 

56 (27) 

59 (27) 

57 (35) 



TABLE 15 

-
l;tr;r\cS<;;~l' •• GE l",!;;.t\C'llIC:n;G TWO OR HOng PROTECTIVE 

Ni;!rl!~U!~E~j VI r$l;r._~.";lV]:;G IU .,tuU::::. l .. n::> r, .. l\CE-ETHl'iICIlJ.'Y 

.. 
p'ucc-Ethnicj~ 

, ,':tf '# .•• • .• 'tr;.1 I~f'jl·1 t"j, H<v' rl~~i,t~t~1!1 
, 

t\;,.~; .~: ' '. nlE.:.cl':. Pu.erto Rican 1" f 
, .tnt::i ~m .. 

r'~:."t'~..$ '!"; *~~:;"'~~~i:'~~ --- -.-~. 

WJrl3 t'.hitn 
h4ltli 50 (22) 64 (44) [72] (18 ) 

Ij~1';fj(J then 
h"11 f .. r.;;",,{ ~ . 46 (76 ) 51 (lG7 ) 68 (59 ) 

N!'l!'W 38 (47) 41 (64) 46 (24 ) 

l)!:!r\':l,:r\'r;\G;li l"H,hCTICIUG T\'iO OR NOrtE PHOTECTIVE 
NI~l\5Um!S fJl" CHuncnaTTENDANCE: AND RACE-ETHNICITY 

Chu'feh ll;l;.'itLsh 
A·ttetl\lane\~ 1'ic~st Indian. Blaok Puerto Rican 
~~~~11'\.~ "/!'1M! 1 X;1IIi 

Ollt7tJ u. 1-1{;tt)k SO (42) 57 (61) 66 (29) 

One(l t\ Inont:h 3G (39) 66 (62 ) 59 (22) 

LQtJQ th~,m 
('lS,) orttt'();; l,\ nl~~tt:h 47 44 (121) 63 (40) 

White 

[72J (18 ) 

43 (23 ) 

58 (48) 

White 

72 (:25) 

[60J (1_9) 

52 (27) 

. --

TABLE 17 

PEHCENTAGI; p\t~.t\CTICING T\"70 OR ~lORE PROTECTIVE 
.ME1 ... .sURES BY OFE'ERBD STOLEN GOODS AND RACE-E'I'HNICITY 

Offered 
Stolen Good~ -----

Yes 

No 

, , 

Race-Ethnicity 

British 
West. Indian Black Puerto Rican 

48 (42 ) 58 (98 ) 70 (46) 

43 (103 ) 49 (175 ) 58 (55 ) 

Percentage husc.:'1. on fewer than 20 cases are bracketed. 

TABLE 18 

;'-":'"~ ': . 

Whi'ce 

[31] (16 ) 

61 (70) 

PERCENT.AGE PRACTICING TWO OR MORE PROTECTIVE 
MEASURBS BY ORGANIZATION Hm,1BERSHIP ANDRACE-ETHNICITY 

Race-Ethnicity 

Belong to , British 
Organization west Indian Black' Puerto Rica.n White 

Yes 45 (44 ) 53 (81) [ 46] (13) 63 (24 ) 

No 44 (Ie 1) 52 (194 ) 66. (88 ) 55 (65 ) 

Percentage' based on fewer than 20 cases are bracketed. 

, 
~. ~ iI!o',~.,.-.,....-~It.lr ~"._~~"tofo'I""~J!f,.......,~~~,~.-;~..."...,.;!'~~t- __ -,«'Wt,re!~ .. ~ .. _~. 



APPENDIX lI. 

sociocccnK~rnlc Stat:us (SES) Index 

The eoci0c:coilOmic statue (SES) index consists of 

t.hr("Hl itf,:;'ir;·-~·{H.1uc[d:ion of: the head of household, occupation 

of h~:;w:d of hou~ch0ld: .::tnd incoiuc of the fa.!nily. 

In rcvicMing the Cases that constituted our sample, 

it woo decided that the use of education and occupation of 

1;,11\.,1 hou!Jcnold head, rather than the respondent, would result 

in a mora procise index of socioeconomic status. It has been 

well d,,')cumcn\:(!Q thnt women der.ive thei.r status from that of 

their husbands ;tharcfore in those cases 't'lhere the respondent 

~Ias !anw.lc am:t her husbanc1 \'las household head, his education 

and occup'.ltiOll 1'l.ou.lil be ,a J~.etto.r measure of family status 

chun \'lc>uld hers. In 'Our sample of 612 cases, 550, or 90% had 

oither a malorespondcnt who was the head of the household or 

u foUta1() respondont who was marri ed to the. male head of the 

Dattt. £or1.:ho head of the household were also used for 

the remaining lO~·of the sample. In some' of th~se cases the 

rospol1dcmt wuaa chil'din the family \'l.ho \'las over 18 years 

old.j' hut. shill dopondent:. on his family for support. In other, 

¢~s(.)s Lho, l:'cSpOndOI\t \<fUS a second-generation menilier of a 

tlu:oO""'ge.t1Cu:nt:.ion family, in which the source of support C.:lme 

fX-olllthc first generation family mcrnpl'"n: (s) • " 

Education was scaled into nine ca~egories as follows: 

No school · .,. . . 1 

6th grade or-less \. . . . . 2 

7th-8th grade . · . . . 3 

9th-11th grade · . . . 4 

High school graduate · . . 5 

Vocational school · . . 6 

Some college · . . 7 

4 year . .college graduate 8 

Post-graduate . . . • . 9 

Occupation I vias similarly classified into nine groups: 

Laborer and farm laborer 1 

Service . · '. . . 
Operative . 

Sales .• '" • -=-- .. • • 

Clerical . .. . . . . . 
Proprietor, manager, 

official • . . • • · . . 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Farm m·mer or manager . .. 8 

Professional or semi­
professional . . • · . . 9 

lAlmost all female head of households had worked at some 
point in their lives; the response to their "usual work" was 
coded for occupation. For those women who ha~ never worked 
but \'lho were hCftisehold heads, education and income were 
added together, and 1.5 times that score was their final SES 
score (i.e., high school gr~duate earning $6,300 a year, is 
5 + 5 = 10 x 1~5 = 15). 

. , . 
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1.noomc of the entire family ,Was the only income item 

int.ba g,uco tionn,dr$ f and vIas coded: 

Under $2,000 . 1 

$2,000-$3,999 , · · · 2 
.. 

$4,OOO-$4 J 999 . ' . 3 

$5,000-$5,999 4 

$6,000':"'$6,999 . · · · 5 

$7,000-$7,999 6 

$8,000-$9,999 7 

$10,000-$14,999 · · · 8 

$15,000 and over '. · · 9 

'l'ne throo items were added together yielding a range of 3-27. 

~he index tdas collapsed into low (3-9), medium (10-14), and 

high (lS-27). The distribution on this index by race­

ethnicity is shown in Table A-I. 

It should be noted that the labels--lm'l,medium, and 

high--reflcct ScoreS on this index, relative to the rest of 

this saI\\t:>lo. These are notthel:radi tional Imver I middle I 

and uppor class,es. 

", ,~-""" .. '"----,.-.'.-

• 

• 

SES 

Low 

Medium 

High 

TABLE A-1 

SES BY RACE-ETHNICI'l'Y 

British 
\'1est Puerto 

Tndian "Black Ric~~ White 

36 40 50 22 

25 ,,33 39 32 

39 27 11 46 

100% 100% 100% 100% 

(145) (275) (101) (89) 

., 

" 
~ ... -----"'--'" """-"-",~",-,,,--,,,~,,,,,,,---,-,-=-.-- < 



'~"APPENDIX B 

Recent Victimization 

The respondent was first asked whether he or she had 

ever been a victim of any of nine crimes. If he responded 

affirmatively to any of the nine items{ he was asked"; "How 

many times did this happen to you around hEire in the last 

12 months?" The total number of times that a respondent had 

been victimized on all 'items combined was sum.rned, yielding a 

range of 0-13. 

Table B-1 shows the number of times respondents had 

been victimized in the last year for each item, by race~ 

ethnicity. Table B-2 shows distribution on the recent vic­

timi zation inBex ,:i:f.ff.:cra~~t'vtnj·T."j;l:y ... 

In: pre1:iml:~ary.analysis" this 'index had four cate­

gories: not victimized in the last year; victimized oncei 

victimized 2-3 times; and victimized 4-13 times in the last 

year. Because of the necessity of analyzing all relation­

ships by race-ethnici ty I respondents were divided into blO 

groups: those not victimized in the last year, and those 

victimized once or more in the last year. 

'. 
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TABLE B-1 

PERCENTAGE VICTIMIZEDa(INDEX COMPONENTS SE~ARATELY) 
BY RACE-ETHNICITY 

Index Components 

Have you,r house broken into 

Have a check stolen 

Have your-pocket picked (or 
purse snatched) 

Were you ever the victim of 
armed robbery 

Were you ever s~indled or conned 

Were you eve~ mugged 

Did you ever have your car 
broken into 

Did you ever have your car 
stolen 

Were you ever sexua~ly<assau1ted 

*Less than 1% 

British 
West 

Indian 

32 (145) 

12 (145) 

11 (145) 

6 (145) 

9 (145) 

7 (145) 

8 (145) 

7 (145) 

o (145) 

Black 

29 (275) 

12 (275) 

13 (275) 

7 (275) 

5 (275) 

6 (275) 

10 (275) 

8 (275) 

* (275) 

Puerto 
Rican 

29 (101) 

16 (101) 

17 (101) 

15 (101) 

14 (101) 

13 (101) 

14 (101) 

8 (101) 

2 (101) 

v\Thite 
, 

25 (89) 
' .. ~.,:-. 

10 (89) 

17 -(89) 

8 (89) 

10 (89) 

12 (89) 

11 (89) 

o (89) 

3 (89) 

a Does not add to 100% because some respondents were viccims of mare than one crime. 
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TJI.J3LE B-2 

NUHBER OF 'J.1IHES VICTHII ZED IN LAST YEAR 
BY RACE-ErrHNIC:~TY 

British 
Number of Times West Puerto 
Victimized Indian .Black Rican 

0 64 60 56 

1 17 15 12 

2-3 13 17 12 

4-13
a .. ~~ 

6 8 20 

1.1}U% 100% 100% 

(145) (275) (101) 

White 

63 

12 

15 

10 

100% 

(89) 

a 
Less than 1% of the sample fell into each of the categories 
above 7 times victimized in the last year. 

.-
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APPENDIX C 

Perception of Crime 

Th.ree i tems--whether the amount of crime is greater 

or less in this area than in other parts of New York City, 

whether the amount of crime in the area has increased or 

decreased in the last year, and whether crime in the area 

will increase or decre'3.s€ in the next year--were used to con-

struct the perception of crime index. Table C-l shows the 

distribution on each of the component i·tems by race-ethnici'l;.y. 

The items were then added together, yieldlng a range 

of 3-9. 1 The distribution on this index by race-ethnicity 

is ·shm¥n in Table C-2. 

.1In the question 'comparing crime in the area to crime else­
where in Ne\¥ York, the categories "much more II. and 1/ a little 
more" were combined into a single category. 



TABLE C-l 

DIs'rnIBUTlon OF RESFOHSES TO COMPONENTS 
OF TIlE PEltCEPTxon OF CRIHE INDEX' 

BY RACE-ELrHNICITY 

a) t'\.n~ount of crlma in area compared to other parts of 
NeW/York City· 

Much mora 1 
.A 1i ttlc more 
About tho S.BXru:! 

Don't kno", 

British 
{'lest 

Indian 

17 

43 
32 

8 

]"00% 

(145) 

Puerto 
Black Rican 

27 

45 
26 

2 

100% 

(275) 

21 

36 
40 

3 

100% 

(101) 

h) CrilfiO in l.u~ca compared to a year ago 

Nora 
l\.b 0 u.t t.hl!; same 
Less 
D.on t tkno\'l 

28 

~4:b 

13 
13 

100% 

(144) 

37 

3B 

,23 

2 

10055 

(275) 

32 

43 

21 

4 
100% 

(101) 

c) cr..imo in tho area ne:(t year will probably be: 

Mor¢ 
About ·tho. same 
t~asn 

DO.hl t k11o~r 

45 

30 

17 

8 

100% 

(145) 

44 
33 

19 
4 

100% 

(275) 

54 
, 

27 

12 

7 --
100% 

(101) 

< • 

White 

31 

31 
31 

7 

100% 

(89) 

36 

38 

15 

11 

100% 

(88) 

30 

37 

18 

15 

100% 

(89) 

TABLE C-2 

PERCEPTION OF CRINE IN THE AREA 
BY RACE-ETHNICITY 

British 
West Puerto 

Index Score Indian Black Rican White 
> 

High 21 32 26 24 

Medium 40 33 40 24 

Low 39 35 34 52 -. 

100% 100% 100% 100% . 

(145) ( 275) (101) (89) 



APPENDIX D 

The protection index \'las formed by adding all of 

the protective measures taken by each respondent. 

The percentage of persons of each racial-ethnic group 

responding affirmatively to each of the seven possible 

measures of protection is shmvn in Table D-l. Addi.ng 

these measures together yields a range of 0-7. The 

distribution on the index by race-ethnicity is shown 

in Table D-2. 

I ' 



TABLE D-l 

PERCENT PRACTICING EACH PROTECTIVE MEASURE 
BY RACE-ETHNICITY 

Race'~Ethnici ty 

Bi-itikh 
west . ±rttlian Black Puerto Rican W'hite 

Do you only walk on certain 
1.145) streets? 36 42 (27S) 59 (101) 48 (89) 

.' .. 
Do you use special.locks or . tLls} alars in your home? 35 32 (275) 32 (101 ) 38 (89) 

Do you a1a'l,oJay have someone 
with you when you go out after (tis) dark? 24 33 {275 } 52 (101 ) 25 (89) 

Do you use the parks less often? 26 H~5) 31 (274 ) 28 (101) 21 (89) 

Did you get a watch dog because 
(i45) of crime around here? 12 18 (275 ) 20 (101 ) 11 (89) 

Do you carry a weapon? 12 (144 ) 17 (272 ) 14 (101) 11 (88) 

Hav.e"you taken lessons for 
'self-defense, like karate 
or judo? 6 (145) 4 (275 ) 1 (101) 8 (89) 



. . 
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N'tt.11ber 
of 

Mc.H1DUrOG 
~~ .. - . ., 

0 

1 

2 

3-7 

TABLE D-2 

1 

HUMBER OJ? PR011::CiJ,'IVE HEASURES TAKEN BY RESPONDENTS 
BY PJ}CE-EI'HNICITY 

Race-Ethnicity 

British 
west Indian Black Puerto Rican villi te 

30 22 II 17 

26 26 26 26 

20 24 31 42 

24 28 32 15 

100% 100% 100% 100% 
(145) (275 ) (101) (89) 

o 
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